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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. " KJ " in ^' tKUM 

' EXt *£!w ™ a t ble U ? der i h f P ? Visi0nS 0f 37 CFR 11 36 (a) - ln no event > however . may a reply be timely filed 
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1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b) B This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) D Claim(s) is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) Q Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 03 Claim(s) lantil is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) Q Claims are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) K The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)Q The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

1 !)□ The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)Q approved b)Q disapproved. 

12) Q The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
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The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and 
process of making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any 
person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to 
make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of 
carrying out his invention. 

Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as containing subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. It is unclear how a reflecting polarizing film can be formed by laminating a transparent 
scattering layer and a light absorbing layer. The function of the transparent scattering layer is to 
scatter or diffuse light while the function of the light absorbing layer is to absorb light. Therefore, 
the combination of these layers cannot have the functions of polarizing light and reflecting light, 
as implied by the recited "reflecting polarizing film". Is^RDE=B!La-ttade_name or a product name 
of the_c.ornmercially available reflecting-polariza^ ? 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. In claim 2, the recited " absorption axis " of the reflecting polarizing film 13 is 
confusing because it is unclear whether the reflecting polarizing film 13 has an absorption axis or 
a reflecting axis, as compared to the absorbing type polarizer 10. Also, last two lines, the recited 
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positive angle range +35 to +55 appears to be inconsistent with the previously recited 
negative angle ranges -40 to -60° and -65 c to -85° although they are all measured in the same 



counterclockwise direction as viewed from the side of incident light. 

Claims 1 and 2 are not rejected or indicated as allowable over the prior art of record 
because of the intended scope of the claims is unclear for the reasons set forth in the above 
rejections. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 

disclosure. . 

Yamaguchi et al disclose in Fig. 1 a LCD similar to that of claim 1 except that the light 
absorbing layer 14 is laminated to the reflecting polarizing film 13. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Quynh-Nhu Vu at 
telephone number (703) 305-0850. 
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